WILL IN COGNITION

axioms of geometry, and the law of causation, by an
uncontradioted course of experience, until it gener-
alized facts into * laws/ and was enabled to predict
a similar future with certainty. But this theory
had really been exploded in advance by Hume.
Facts do not appear as causally connected, nor, if
they did, would this guarantee that they will con-
tinue to do so in the future. The continuum of
experience, we may add, is not given as a series ol
arithmetical units or geometrical equalities, unless
we deliberately measure it out in accordance with
mathematical principles. Empiricism thus gives
no real account of the scientific rational order of
the world.

But does it follow from the failure of empiricism
that apriorism is true? This has always been
assumed, and held to dispense rationalist philoso-
phers from giving any direct and positive proof
that these principles are a priori truths. But
manifestly their procedure is logically far from
cogent. If a third explanation can be thought of,
it will not follow that apriorism is true. All that
follows is that something has to be assumed before
experience proves it. What that something is, and
whence it comes, remains an open question. More-
over, apriorism has not escaped from the empirical
doubt about the future. Even granted that facts
25